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known, it is probable that his early audacity in this direction
reacted against him and helped create the animosity which
culminated in his own trial. But when once he had passed
through that ordeal unscathed, the situation changed.
Influential people began to ask if his criticisms of Poor Law
Institutions were sound. These questions, in turn, incited
Press inquiries, and those inquiries revealed conditions no
Government Department could excuse.
It was charged, for instance, that Poor Law boys of
fifteen or sixteen were frequently thrown upon the world
without any means of livelihood, unless perchance they
might eke out an existence by washing dishes, darning
stockings, sweeping floors or making beds—the only
"trades" they had ever been taught. Poor Law girls too, at
a similar age, it was claimed, were thrust upon their own
resources without even a rudimentary training in house-
keeping, or anything else wherewith to earn their daily
bread: with the result that thousands drifted ultimately
into the streets. In fact, it was suggested that the whole
Poor Law System was bankrupt, and that gaols in every
county told a sad story of the toll of degradation and
criminality traceable to Poor House gates.
These, however, by no means exhausted the accusations
against Poor Law administrators. Sanitation within their
Institutions was said to be atrocious, while the spread of
contagious diseases, especially ophthalmia, which often
resulted in blindness, was declared a crying scandal. Then,
too, the criticism was directed against Poor Law Schools
and allied institutions that their inmates were robbed of all
personality, being treated as cogs in a machine and, more
disastrous still, that they were cast into the world to
shift for themselves without any attempt at supervision.
Consequently it was argued that failure was almost
inevitable.
These criticisms, too, gained weight from the fact that
frequently, within the same family, generation succeeded

